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OPINION 

By Prof., D.Sc. Lyudmil Yordanov Spasov 

Of the dissertation thesis by Bisser Petrov Petrov on the topic “Bulgaria and the 

new Slavic movement (1941-1948)” represented for defense at the Institute of 

Balkan Studies with Center of Thracology – BAS 

for awarding the academic degree Doctor of Science 

 

The topic of the dissertation is well chosen. The structure is successful. The 

difficulties, stemming from lack of documental material, and the existing 

“historiographical gap” are successfully overcome. As the first empiric-

conceptual study the dissertation has contributive character. 

In the Preface are proficiently clarified: the genesis of the Slavic unity, the 

nature of Pan-Slavism and Neoslavism, Bulgarian Slavophilism, etc. The 

conclusion that the Slavic congress in 1910 in Sofia means “the end of 

Neoslavism” and that the Second Balkan war in 1913 and the First World War 

sign its death certificate, is well grounded.  As reasons are pointed out 

differences in the positions of Czech Republic, Poland and Yugoslavia, frictions   

- Czech- Polish, Bulgarian-Yugoslav and between Serbs and Croats, Checks and 

Slovaks, Pols and Ukrainians. 

Assoc. Prof., Ph.D. underlines that his narrative follows two lines – Moscow’s 

tasks and their implementations by Bulgarian side. As the subject of the study is 

pointed out “the political use” of the Slavic unity, but not all its manifestations - 

in the area of culture, arts, etc. 

In the dissertation are clarified the reasons for the collapse of the traditional 

Bulgarian Slavophilism. In a detailed manner are explained the circumstances 

under which the beginning of the “new Slavic movement” in the Soviet was set. 
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Four stages in the development of political use of the Slavic idea: 1939 – June 

1941; June 1941-1943; 1944-1945 and 1946-1948. 

A special attention is paid to the establishment of the All-Slavic Committee I 

Moscow (5 October 1941) with General Alexander Gundorov as its head. The 

role of the Russian Orthodox Church is examined. 

The second and third chapters deal with the Slavic Movement within the period 

of 1945-1948. It is underlined that on 12 September in Sofia the Slavonic 

Committee was set and on 19 September Dimo Kazasov renewed the Bulgarian- 

Yugoslav Association. Further on the author confirms indisputably that the 

Soviet Union and the USSR exploit the idea of Slavic unity for their own 

political aims.  

The dissertation enriches the notion of political use of “the Slavic unity”. With a 

view to its future publication I consider it is necessary: 

1. The connection between the appeal of the All-Slavic Committee of January 

1944 to the Bulgarian people and Georgi Dimitrov’s articles from the end of 

1943 should be commented in a more detailed way. 

2. The pointed out Soviet motifs on the held on March 3 Slavic Congress are of 

a broader character. I argue that the stress should be put on considerations, 

directly related to Bulgaria. 

Assoc. Prof., Ph.D. has published 5 papers on the topic of the dissertation in 

peer-reviewed journals, and other 2 are under print. In the autoreferate the 

contained in the work conclusions and deductions are correctly represented. I 

recommend to the honorable Jury to award to Assoc. Prof., Ph.D. the scientific 

degree “Doctor of Science” 

07.05.2019       Prof., D.Sc. Lyudmil Spasov 

Sofia 


